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. David Harwell 

sassination Records Review Board 
JB St*, I'M second floor 
Mngton, DC J?0‘330 



Depar Hr. Harwell, 

'/hen your letter of the tenth roa^hea/ me it was not possible for me to reply. It will 
<|5t be possible to make much response today because we'll have visitors soon. I will res- 
old to the' degree I am able to when I have the time. And am up to it. I remind you of 
at your letter does not inflect yoii^jbcall £' ron what I wrote earlier, last year, in fact, 
which this is your first- and woefully incomplete-response. 1*11 get to that. ^ope£ 
ally I’ll be 82 in less than a month. I am of limited mobility, cannot use stairs, may 
ot stand still, rs in rearching files andvhfiling, mui/? keep ny legs elevated when not 
'alking, cannot use a computer, and as you can see, this old typewriter’ is in some ways 
fective and mhlces my unavoidably bad typing worse. 

If it is not in my letters X did tell Jeremy ^unn when he was liere where the files 
of my DJ appeals are and 1 indicated the magnitude of them and the reason for that* 
ley take up three full file drawers. So it sli^uld be apparent that it is not within pes- 
Jlbility with your 4., which asks for "a list of those appeals." Vliich are in bur base- 
st. But Jim te ear should liave just about all of them. 

*T 

I read you clearly when you conclude, "It is always helpful when such requests are 
precise, documented and clear." I also read you unclear!;? when you say in your 5 V 
"Io.also understand you to be suggesting that -the Archives furnished you with 
some documents relating to the assassination tliat had not been turned over to the 
Archives. H 



I am sympathetic to the problmes you liave from 'few so much nonsense and worse dumped 
n you by those who lack knowledge of the fact and believe what they imagine or want to 
te real is real when it is not. But it is up to ye'u^plural) to discriminate. That does 
uke knowledge I doubt any of you begins with, ^o , it is a real problem. 

lou may not liave thought of it but there is nothing you can do that can mean much 
;o me on a personal basis at my age and in the State of my health. I am trying to help 
ou meet the obligations you (always unless^ clearly otherwise in the plural) under- 
took. If I wound up with grounds for a suit, how could I noW^ undertake to sue? 

Ilany if not most of those who had made appeals to you believe that, there will be a 
smoking gun in what the agencies liave withheld. Tliat is not possible. The' Crime itself 
as never investigated officially, was never intended to be, and the records thus cannot 
Hiold any solutions or leads to be followed by private personal', 

Uliat I believe is now most important for the record for <pur history is making clear 

/ 

hat the agencies did and did not do in that time of great crisis and ever since then. 
Both, w at lout any question at 'all, resulted in our history being corrupted and the people 




being deceive*/. and misleAcL thereby. From my not inconsiserable experience this is one 
\C ^ c 

be greatest wjtuses of popular uisenliantment with government. If any of you, particularly 
tbe professional historians, doubt this, I welcome them with their tape recorders and 
tbeir questions. 

If the Board and its staff do not come to underdtand this it handicaps itself so 
that it will not be possible for it, with the best of intentions, to meet its maddate 

V 

add it will add to the great popular disenchantment* 

Mthout a basic understanding of the realities the baord's wheels -will be spinning 
without talcing xf; where it wants to go. With the waste of enormous time* 

I thijik you compound this problem for ^ourselves in youVf 6* I asked of the board 
i nly that it do what you say it is to do, to get the records disclosed. I have not read 
the ^rxvaeij Act since enactment but I doubt the requirement tliat each intending to 
invoice it invoke it personally or through counsel. But once that records are at the 



Archives- and not until then - I caruse* - invoke the Privacy, 
Nbt with the board. 



my 



, with the archives. 



If what I told the board is not aajft adquate for its asking the agencies for those 
records it lias not so inf or red me. Or are you talcing the position that to begin with 
you must have the proof that could lead to an indiement to ask a question and for records 
exist? 

* ... 

For example, your 3. Can you not ask the CIA if Praeger- had any connection with it? 
he Church committee exposed tliis. It was in the papers. Do you think the CIA would dare 
Le about tills? < 

lou make no reference to what I wrote the board about E. Howard Hunt and his New 
ork address cubing that of littauer & Wilkinosn when that literary agency first liked 
first bock an thety killed deal x took it for that book. Jim Lesar should be able to 
ave you the time of sending someone to the library of Congress to check old copies of 
Who’s Who. Until I think 1969 Hunt listed that as his business address. (Wilkinson, was 

if to-pf <S\ 

also his agent.; Tliat there was a CIA foundation The Idttauer foundation is also public.^ 
Davicjwise's The Espionage Establishment, as I recall, included it in quite a list of 
t|hem. The CIA knows tliat. Do you tliink it would lie if you asked it? About that? 

And when the crime itself was never officially investigated and was never intended 
o be - as is without any question at ell -is not what the agenda s did to those who 
wrote other than in support of t ke official mythology a most important part of the 
verall i _ - - 

As I told you. It is not j^Bieieall/ possible "for me to make searches for you. °r , - 
|or myself in my writing. Are you afraid to ask the agencies like the CIA and the /FBI? 
o aslc them to respond under oath? To ask tliat unless impossible all\ffirmations be of 
personal knowledge? (They lie their heads, off ahd the courts, faced with overwhelming^ 
proofs, accepted that.) 
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Wliy in the country of The First Amendment should it he any interest of any 

I 

agency what any writer chosen to write?jbr to interfwere with tliat writing in any way? 

If you be&in Eianifesting fear of ^thera you'll end tliat way and largely in failure* 

If you do not ask then hard questions to being with how do you think, with their 

experience, they will interpret tliat? imd then act? 

Have you asked the CIA for a list of all its filing systems, of whatever nature, 

and who lias first-person knowledge of them? Have you asked this of the FBI?ilave you 

/ 

asked the FBI who can make first-person attestation to what is in its Central Files? 

Or where else it Ins records other than in its central flips, at headquarters and in 
the field offices 1 1 ^ Btu^f ku) ktPe.^n^ 

If you have gone this far into you± mandate without learning this basic informa- 
.on how^an you expect to meet your maddate? 

While 1 am still able to x am quite willing, if any agencies deny® what 1 wrote the 
board, with their denials under oath, to respond myself under oath, making myself sub- 
ject to the penalties of pergury, I did tliat for a (fecade without a peep. Other than for 
tie DJ to explain away- and before tliat judge it did - unquestionable p^jj^ry b^telling 

him I could made such charges ad infinitim since I knew more about the JBK and its 

7 

investigations than anyone working for the FBI. 

If I were younger and not so limited in what l\an do I'd be willing to do your work 
f ir you but now I cannot. And I suggest you should not (®&nt me to. I made statements to 
yiu. I am willing to attest to what X sent the bj{ord. So with all the months since then, 
whey should I not ask you wliat you have done about it?' 

or example, and if you have learned q/^ytling about how the CIA works in FOIPA cases 
Ii these months f you should jdcnow this: the CIA keepfe a copy of all it discloses.I told 
you when and. how it disclosed that Its office of security had two files on me it did not 
give its g~eneral counsel when he sought to respond to my requests. All you need do to 



arn tliat is ask for a duplicate of what it then disclosed to me. ((You'll xstx find in 
Jt tliat I gave Jimmy Roosevelet for his father what FUR used ±rj& firesaid chat about a 
aimed %zi putsch in Santiago^ Chile.) 

stating tliat 



If I recall cori’ectly I told the board that the FBI disclosed record 

/ [JWNw- 

I| had a persona/: relationship with a Soviet national insitf .the embassy when I was a ma- 

a^iUj m »&> ) ' t'Cf : 1 

azine correspondent, which is utterly TalsQp and in tliat das ol o p ed the basic records 
that record paraphrased. Does the board need more than that? If so then I wedh&er how 
the board regards the responsibilities it assumed. Or how it expects the be regarded 
li history? 

x ou have, from me, an FBI record reflecting tlujvt it prepared "dossiers" obn the 
ember) ^of tlie V/arren Commission, oaf its staff two times and tliat it prt^are^ "sex 
dossiers" on the ritics. Ilveta yoy made any effort to get those records? (l am not 
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suggesting violating anyone!^ivacy. ) Have you any doubt about the only uses that can 
be wade ox such ” dossiers"? 

X could go on and on uitli oi/ch tlitog:!. And tkat the FBI spent tax money to prepare 
our^udite HewYouk iayeF'Iauyers to ruin me and ray first book, as its own disclosed 
i r cords state. (That I am grateful to the PBI for tils is another matter, but 1 assure 
u I aw because of how that worked out 1 ) V- 

rflien federal agencies do such tiling as tils and more of which I’ve informed the board, 
ua their be any real doubfthat one of the most important areas fpr the hoard in its 
[>rk is ¥hat the agencied did and did not do after the assassination? 

If the board is to make a report x hope it doe^not forget that we have and some 
us still cherish The First amendment! 
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With further regard to your 1 . before X mus •Li suspend, that record was afT internal C& 




no tliat iiad no file number of it. It does not, asj|l I think 1 indicated, represent the 
gM&i of a file, your question. It reports the .existence files on me in OS. 

Mark lynch, then’ afTwith the ACLU, asked me for a copy of it when the O 0 ngress was 
insidering amendments to Pul A. I may have given Jim Lesar a copy. But my file is in 
c basement to which x no longer havejolcess . I‘ll try to think of where I may have a 



plicate. If I have one in my office files I’ll include it. 

With regard to youir 2 v it is my recol j eetioj/ tliat A-gtold you that the printout gotten 
r me shows only as I recall six CIA records relating to me and they were not supplied 
the Archives booths OxA, Tliat printout discloses no':- a single disclosed record on me 
sclosed by the CIA. IIow it frustrated FOIA assassinati on compliance X do hope the board 
insiders with its mandate 1 

But to leave tliis without question, the printout discloses tliat the CIA itslef lias 
ot given the Archives a single record# relating to me and none of the correspondence 
elating to the assassination and to the disclosure of relevant x’ecords. Hot one page! 
Resumed two days later. Do you really expect the agencies to be helpful to you, 
really cooperate genuinely, tt> expose themselves? 

I refer above to FBI defamations of me. Its own already disclosed records reflect 
|t did tliat to prevent disclosures of cssassination information. It even routed copies 
Civil Division layers handling my FOIA cases. Which, by the way, is also an effective 
xns of intimidation. And it worked tliat way.tffrw /ferny in government are willing to in- 
jxr FBI wrath? Or expect to survive it? 

Both the FBI and the CI$ made their records relating to critics and their work part 
the overall history of the assassinations, iWc the CIA used its ‘'assets'* to the end ' 
interfering with our assassination work is already public in some of its disclosed 
be or ds. As I recall I gave the hoard a lead on Sir John Sparrow being used tliat way. 



:i all these months you have done • notlting -to learn anytldng about this and related mat- 
ters? 
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A. The unredaeted version disloses that the CIA lias ttanscripts it has nor disclosed. 
Oiilier disclosed records establish that Iludd had a t/ape with liim, at least one. Bo it 
1 $ not true, m the CIA iiad contended, that it automatically destroyed all those tapes. 

With further regard to your 2., I believe that all the agjmeies, not only the CIA, 
iljould be required to disclose more than their correspondence with me relating to the 
assassination. They should be required t disclose all their related internal records 
reflating to this correspondence, which includes appeals, and all their records relating 
td> any assassination FOIA requests and litigation, including all internal records tliereof. 

As x indicated earlier, not a single page of that correspondence was sent to the 
Archives by the CIA, not a singl e page relating to FOlfA litigation, from the 
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Clear It you haven't about Praeger. OY' 






j- believe i told the board that the FBI lias at least one tape of an Oswald Mexico 
ty phone intercept and transcripts of it. It happens that x had some records relating 
tills in i y office. I attach Balias FBI records from its main assassination file, 



'43 , erials 103 aiid 104. Of the latter, two different versions. First as entirely 
thheld despite no original classification and then as unredaeted. These withholdings 
lating to the CIA's intercepts ere after those intercepts had been disclosed by the 



Archives printout. Toul^q ask tint I "let" you "know exactly wliat part... had and lias 

not already been sent to the Archives." ■ - . 

The second 'paragraph of your 6. states that wliat I. write the board will be part of 

tae available record^ at the Archives. My understanding of the ^rivaejt 1 Act is tliat it 

provides for more,' and it is tliat provision I intend to invoke with the Archives when 

the records of those defamations are all available. 

Your 

sh 



7 asks for identification of records the agencies have destroyed. That question 
ould long before this have been addressed to the agencies, all of them. Years ago the 
nj^tny admitted to me that it had destroyed as I recall its three JFK assassination files, 
.ether or not those included the records of the since disbanded 112th intelligence 
it based in Texas I now do not recall. That unit, which was engaged in domestic intel- 
gence, launched the campaign to identify Oswald as a Communist when he was in fact 
(irongly anti-CoEununist • And labelling him a Communist is wliat enabled the FBI to make 
s entirely unacceptable report ordered by the new President acceptable, if" then used 
at rep. rt to intimidate the Commission, t*. s its January 21,1964 executive session trans- 
■ipt that I got by FOIA and published in Post mortem makes without question. 

In CA 73-226 the FBI disclosed to ne-well, not "dislcosed" -alleged by hearsay - that 
destroyed the speetrographic plate of the examination of the specimens of glass from 
he lima windshield. The claimed reason was to s«?ve space in the files! And of all the 



pe c t r ographi c examination^, onl^- that one!. It also disclosed tliat that specimen also no 
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longer exists. In that litigation, in our deposing of four FBI Lab agents, we learned 
tliatftone had ordered a harli -and -fibers examination of the front of the President's shirt, 
the collar area. The agent who ordered it so testified* Me testified also that he did 
that because he ted the same questions a^out whether the damages to the shirt could have 
been caused by a bullet, as they had not been. No such record was disclosed to me. 

Related in that case the FBI also ga \fe me a meaniglesa series of xeroxes of an adding- 



laeliine tape relating to the- f neutron activation analyses perFeie- performed oif-assassi- 
ation evidence. I believe it his more than gibberish after going to all that trouble. 
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q ;j.n that litigation the other respondent, then the Energy Research and development 
ipaoj, successor to the AEG, disclosed much more slfeh information. But neither agency 
disclosed any meaning given to any of that work. Extracting the meaning vwas the purpose 
of making those test. One r eason for these withholdings is that, as 1 published in Post 

S- O'/'L-Ur-Cc.lf 

(brtem, the tsts 021 the oar af fill tests j::ade by the Dallas police turn out to be ex- 

-1 

ulpato3:y. neither the FBI nor Brda denied what x published after published ito - 



And tlii 



s p;etsjtho to the real problem you face^ : the agencies know very well not 
a|ily that Oswald did not kill the President but that their own evidence, establishes that 
could not^Iou *1ave have what J " presume is a somewhat qgge' garbled version of what was 
|>t included in my Ca.se Oypen when it was published, B believe insertions were made where 
did not intend them to be made. But 1 think it is nonetheless clear tliat the official 
Videnee establishes what 1 say it dees. **■- 

J 'his alone, B believe;.;, should indicate to you that those agencies are not going to 
expose themselves, wliat they did and did not do, when the President was killed and there- 
fter. 0<yj they are not going to disclose what they have in any way relating to this. 

I sugggest also that this gives even more importance to requiring full disclosure 
f all records relating in any way to critics and all records relating to what was done 
o and about critics. 

The FBI disclosed no meemigful records relating to the spectrographic examination 
f the curbstone dug up in Healey Plaza. Hot what the plate showed, for example. All it 
isclosed to me relating to that published in facsimile in Post Mortem, other than an 
annotation of one page of it by SA Robert grazier in which he wrote wliat he did not testi- 
fy to before the Warren Commission. He said fcafcwhat the FBI refers to s a "smear 1 ' when 

, fPI 

its own phopogrpSbs fistablish there was a hole there, also established by a Balias record 
ij A 

think 1 gave your people when they were here, could have been caused by an automobile 
jheelwright. 

Tills also gets to one of the reasons I said that all records relating to all FOIA ' 

-T 

litigation should be dislcosed. 

% source on the use of /^.dio and TV Reports was a disenchanted employee. Those 
hecot?ds relate to my appearances in Chicago in as 1 now\ecall 1968. Hot me only, by 




wjiy. These are £**iong my records that have disappeared. The CIA had those trancripts made 
j I think 1 told the hoard in the name of the J ’ublic Affairs Staff, with no indication 
that it was the CIA on the bills, checks in oayraent, letterhead or envelopes, Thw CIA can 
respond with only tins information but your request should include more, all critics, 
all cities in winch RTVR operated and all such a”#gencies. 

ns T now recall it the account from which those payments were made was in^the Riggs 
^litional Aink, IlrjScs tliat I recall include harold G'ber. I think there was also a Jeanne 
DaviSofnere were other names. At the time of the Watergate scandals the CIA.L let those 
pjople go and iron the public press they were merely switched to the i-TSA. Or^ tliat function 
continued elsewhere, 

I think you liave more than enough to make a proper request of the CIA, perjjaps also 

the IISa, If there is any denial, I can get in touch with my source and ask if he will 

i.ve you an affidavit, it wight not be welcomed by his present employers for Whom he is 

ip a public role, I can attest to what I recall. 

Then there is what the CIA did witjb what it got from such sources, 

VA 

It did not go to tliat trouble and\xpense for no purpose at all. 

There is much in your letter tliat troubles me much. Tills is also 1 true of what it re- 
flects, that after so long a period o^ time, when you had an ample basis for asking ques- 
ons, you have asked no questions. It troubles me, from jsgy extensive experience with some 
those agencies, tliat they will wake a corect reading of your board, what it will and 
will not do, and how it can be frustrated. It troublesome tliat af'fTer so long a time you 
are only now undertaking to define the scope of your ftork -without any real effort to^fer 
earn what you should know and understand before you can define it. You may be going p 
Trough the motions but tliat is not the way to understand wiiat you should be doing or 
tja make publicly available wiiat should be made publicly available. 

It is deeply troubling to me that when you liave for so many months had allegations 
ojf viola tiong of First Smendment rights in connection witjj the assassination and its in- 
stigation you liave done not a thing about it. You needed no more than the allegation, 

'jt example, to tell the CIA you have such allegations arid you want to see all it has 

a. oj m « h 

relating to them and anything it lias to say about! those alleg 
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ions, x ou knew at the same 



time that the CIA and its then director were in deliberate violation of FOIA and of PA 
relating to the assassination and its investigations and you did nothing, ask~fed no ques— 
ions about that. The Act does require response and as yet there is no response, 

Tliat alone should tell you much but you reflect no perception of any meaning in it 
ad inJpijpl, after so long a delay, you ask me for more information, the very information 
ybu should liave asked of the CIA, 

If you are familiar with the thrust of my work you would know that it is a study of 
the failure of all our basic institutions on that time of great stress and tragedy and 
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since then. The way your board is going I fear very much that it also will fail, 
so if it defines its mission with more limitation that it should an^ if it were 
.equately inf ormed, would define its mission. 

You may wonderg at the toHo of this letter* Among other things 1 could say 1 do 



that you ask of me wliat you should know from my mast letters you have and your people 
have been here could liave told you is pliysically impossible for me. '•‘■his makes me 
cjnder how much attention you paid to wliat 1 wrote. \- 

l'he Act was paased in 1998. President took too long in created it. But wliat is 

e to si loiv for the existence of the board? 

1 suggest that you reread the letter you wrote me and aslc yourself how I should 

xe it and how other shouMjand in the future might if not would. After so long a time 
<■ ^ 

t er I S** 5 wrote the board, hot how you think you meant it but how others can feel 
titled to interpret it 0 

You have already undei-mifTed yourselves with the agencies that have every reason 
the world not to disclose wliat they have hot disclosed. The way you began is laughable 
them. And how little they are concerned about you and wliat you can or will do oYf iry 
do with or about them is reflected in the contemptuous disregard of the board by the 
A in irtiaLaed violation of fioik With respect to the assassinations in ri*nce again not 
: spending in any way when the Act requires response within a stated perior oj^ time. 

^4 8,1 a 0 * talking sbout the board ^forcing POIA. I- am talking about the board’s 
^difference to gross and deliberate violations of FQIA with regard to information that 
within^ the board’s mandate , may wind up being the most significant information re- 
nting to the assassination and its investigation that'inay exist. 

It may not liave oceured to any of you but under our political system, whatever 
:/ be the intent ok an assassin or^sassins , the reality is that it is a de facto coup 

TP JL. 1,-: ... i _L_1- _ -t . _ 



etdt. If this lias to be explained j^are political infants. Yet here you are dancing 
■ound and asking me questions you should long agio have asked the agencies .Without 
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fleeting any perception of how they will interpret wliat you do and do not do, have not 
done and reflect no intent to make any real beginning of it. . 

You ha ve\ rafted what you propose to use as your guidlines, your, parameters, without 
. , „„ . , , , „ u\,J £u ,lAm 4 A-4ti,r\ 

visible effort to nave learned tins for yourselves. Tiiat you invited all*the nuts, 

irentice keystone hops and a sxek^ssortment of others in terminal self-importance to 

.cress you is window-dressing. Jt is not a reflection of a serious intent to make a 

...ious effort go meet your obligations. The best that can be said for what you have done 

that it wasted most of tlia,t time and to the degree you heeded most of it misled your— 

Lves. One pf those whom you ipfcfe a forum and the prestige^ it j^eans to the other 

;s is sG undependable he could not even get the name of the member of the board who 

.dressed them straight, jft is from the memo he distributed tiiat I got the wrong name and 

ote the wrong member. From pople like hint you can expect to learn ai^Miing at all? I 
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fgret he is not the exception# 

The withheld information is held by agencies that have a long record of with- 
holding yet as of now there is no indication of any effort by the board to understand 
icord^, to be informed by it, to be prepared to meet its mission from knowledge and 
understanding. 

Have you made any real effort to^learn what is or can be an assassination record 
|ther than some false and misleading FBI report on the work of its Lab? *• 

But evefy if you limit yourself to wiiat the official agencies have defined as an 
ssassination record, do you know what any real effort to make publicly available 
:iat was to have been and instdad is seci’et inevitably means? Have you yet legarned 

f ough about what you are supposed to be doing to be aware of the fact that it involves 
ficfcal felonies? 

Trice the prosectors' autopsy notes, for example. Have you yet learned that to the 
immission Commander James J. hypes swore that he destroyed not his notes but the 
jlrst craft of Ms proctocol while he swore to those 1 have always deferred to as "the 
use assassins" ke-a»5i?* that it was Ids notes that he destz^gjbd/ And that when they 
knew from my Post Mortem if not from the published Commission hearings that he had 
sworn that it was the e te&; not the notes, he had destroyed. Anu when if from no other 
ource that committee knew/ from my Post Mortem that L had and published a series of 
eceptions for those very notes. 

There is much more publicly available on this and there will be more in m^ coming 
IffiVdt AGAIN! but is this not enough to indicate the reaiity of those "investigations" 
jid the EfxncK records that should exist and could not be more important historically? 

Have yoq thought of what is inevitable if you take testimony from Humes in an effort 
learn what happened to Ids notes that were not where they were supposed to be when I 
bar died for them at the Archives? ur what is inevitable if you do not? 

The last tldng this nation needs is another cause of national disenchantment. This 
especially true if you tMnk back over the chafages since that assassination/ 

I wish it did not seem a Pf$r ent to me tliat you are m^ing it inevitable# 

And you, collectively, seem utterly oblivious of it# And how in our Mstory you will 
bjs remembefTfor it. 

4 / 

How I wish thfes were not so! 

I would like- to be of as much help as X an be. But before anyone can he helped he 
jjst want to be helpedo Before any one can make an inquiry he must understand jfor himself 
d define to and for himself what he is inquiring into and how to at least begin ’fchat 
inquiry, to have defined it clearly for himself. I do not see tliat this board lias done 
lat. Before promulgating what would be published in The Federal ^bgister. 

It would not have required much effort to learn who knew what he was talking about 
M who did hot, who could inform the boafd an; who could not. Thcs.e I regard as huts 
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as even less dependable could have beey invited to file, written statements instead 
being given such a form for disinformation, ^stead of the board as they 

co|uld not help doing* 

Such a beginning was at the very best amateurish, tt was not serious however it may 
bej described. 
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It is not difficult to describe your letter to me, whatever you may have had in mind- 
I am not making an accusation - as a vef«?er the ass letter* 

Belated as it is at that* 

i o me it reflects, again whatever the intent may be, buit-in f£a~failure. 

■1 

And that, to repeat myself, is the last thing this country needs* 

It lej not what the nation has been led to expect from you* 

I thought i'd finished when I .Laid this aside in the hope tiiat with a little time 



ing I $ight be more sensitive to the errors I cannot avoid in tyyping. Then I got 
iur announcement of your Boston hearings. 

hy how you will benefit, how well your work will be outlined for you when you learn 
om the man with another hook to promote ( ilf if due in August) that it all turnd o pi 
lat he has already exploited , the man who made I liras gif an assassination alibi by rob— 

.ng a bank! •‘•his that particular mythology was the only way an alibi could be estab— 



.shed* fins genius Can now tell you wah what his comingkbook will be so helpful to 
u in your work, twin answer to the question posed by his publisher in a two^page promo— 
.on of it is his catalogue, "'Gould Lee Harvey Oswald have been programed* by our goveri>- 

A 

nt to play bis part in the murder." ; ' ; 

If hearing from him doea/not help prepare you for you work so long in really gettin, 
parted ten perhaps you will get Jiiat enrichment from the learned professor who could not 
men' keep the mythologies straight h in Ms writing about what he imagines happened in 
tv Orleans in the book that must have set a Record for thoroughgoing condemnations in 
nr reviews. 

And if tins is not enough, to get you going on your belated beginning certainly 
,u 1,111 be helped by the coiner of the yanks® and cowbdS.te.ythological solution to the 

I /\P 4-1«v. fiil.J *1 1 * •» * * - » 






line of the century. TMs particular deep thinker and a few others organized what they 
•of erred to an an "assassination information bureau" in which they laced the campuses 
j.th more misinform' ttion a.bout tne assassination and its investigations tlian any lecture 
.ireau could have provided. 

If by any chance you interpret your mission as learning more about Oswald ad a per- ' 
>n rather than seeing to it that existing records are made available, yew. can certainly 
iarn about him from the woman whose publisher could not see anything in the book it con- 
acted witn her i or so many years, until the subject got hot again, and then, when this 
'iter appeared on f TV with Osk^ld's widow, the widow publicly contradicted- denied the 
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truth of what the writer said about Oswald, 

After all the months since your organization this reflects the knowledge and the 
derstanding you linve achieved so that you can meet your responsibilities to our his- 
■y and to yourselves. 

and once again, how do you titink the agencies which have much to hide and for more 
an three decades have hidden it will understand yoor going to Boston to hold is hearing 
hear what svich people can tell you? 

the professor whose quest was limited to the records the agencies already had in 
tiieix public reauing rooms, who made no real effort to bring any other information 
light , can certainly enlighten youBH wit^ his "testimony on identification and lo- 
cation of assassination records." 

He is eve .- 1 more qualified m tliis from Jiis publisliing meanings to those records he 
that are the exact opposite of t^\e meaings so clear in tj».se records. One illus- 
ation is in nis book supposedly on the IQLng assassination. Indispensible to his 
■sholarly xiction is tiiat the CIA paid hay off through two characters the name of one 
xls scholar said had to he kept secret because that man live^in mortal terror if it were 
sclosed. As it was in the FBI'S reading room as a result of ray CA 75-1996 and as that 
i^holar learned from me when 1 gave liim copies of that and related records. If this is 
t illus orative enough about how well he will inform yaw, let me know. There are many 
i^milar illustrations . 

V/h<; ; n your mailing came A liad written that from what - know of what you are doing 
not doing, "It is not what the nation has been led to expect from you." I tliink 
maps I should also have said it is not what the Congress envisioned in cr&fting the 
'ard, and in the empowerment of the board to meet its mandate. 

do no u take this time to offend you nor do X welcome this confirmation of what X 

*• ■ J_J _ *r r V . . . . _ . » . . . _ 



iid 



d written. I regret* it very much, I have taken this time in the hope of being helpful 
you, again tna plural intended, because x believe that what you are supposed to do is 
|iportant to the nation, because 1 would like you to succeed in it, and because I win 
gret very much, if our liistory records another failure added to the long list bf offi- 
cial failures and worse in the wake of idle great tragedy that turned the country and the 
arid around. 



ce : Jeremy G-umi 
Jim Lesax’ 
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date: 11/22/63 
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Subject: ASSASSINATION OF 

PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY 
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-& ... 




ANDERSON advised SA ELDON RUDD is proceeding to Dallas in the 
Haval Attache plane, a C-47, ID # 50752. It is due to arrive 
at Love Field at approximately 2 AM, 11/23/63. 
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